During the days of the Dies commltteenwlien Donner waa a lawyer on the staff af the CIO and 
represented some of their members against who there were charges he borrowed some of my 
Dies files - and never returned them. 


hr. Frank Donnor Ht. 12, Frederick, ‘-‘cl. k'.'/OI 

30 Dock Koad 3/22/78 

South Horualk, Goan. 06894 

Dear Frank, 

k copy of your Oivil Libei*tie» review commentary on uane’e Code dame Toro has 
just reached ao 0 1 read tlie beginning with eoasidarable r&epeot, only Us reach the end 
and find that in your casting or motes you could not purge your own eye-, 

fou list Soiiks About the kin.; Assassination ami you limit yourself to th© 
sycophantic, ^hia is not because you vers unaware of the/ only ore that :S.b not in 
uccora with the official explanation, n reading Lane’s you road what ho ripped off 
and then corrupted, my vork tts his oouroe. 

The record of the AOLU in general and liberal types in particular is no credit 
to thm beliefs espoused. When 1 uppro&clio j. the Ac H fox' FU1A help in 1966 1 never got 
a response. Tuan, when from nothing this aCJSU had dons BOIA waa alive aim well and 
when th imbjugt of aasuasinationo iuutsd up lol there waa tlio ACLU to fils suit* for 
no other than Lane. And what suits! For what was readily available and had boon pub- 
lished, 

four sermon fro this mount debased the intellect and abandons run prctablo legal 
concepts. Uhatber or not any crime is a conspiracy is a question of fact, not of the 
opinion of wall-paid whorea. If you want the FBI 1 e rooorda relating to how it Inspired 
and/or intended to iin»pira and nurture - even arrange - the books you praise, just ask. 

If any of tlm asHaeainatisnn was hayosad Sha capability of a single person then 
you well know that there waa a oonspiraoy. °o you avoid any evidanoe anti stake your 
intogrity on the hiahopu and McMillans and Franks oi' literary whoredom. In this you 
are totally contemptuous of evidence. i ou asks so single reference to //.it. 

You never heard of a corpus delioti? You can writ© as you hare without a single 
reference to tho ii&y habeas oorpus, the precedent funder ^srria v Nelson) establishad 
in it? You know nothing of two wento of evidentiary hearing in October 1974 and the 
evidence adduced and subjected to orona eiuuoinatlon? 

Th* thought may not please you but 1 asaur® you that this unbecoming, unnaoesaary 
and irrelevant addition to an otnnrwiae excellent job is precisely th® kind oi' tMnir 
the epook/polloa-stata mind plotted endlessly to accomplish. % files bulge with the 
virtually iduntioel a churnings of the CIA and the Fat. 

What in tlis world drives decant people like you tr- each e«lf -defamation, to auch 
SebaoeBant of the mind? Are you hung up over Johnson’s tlim wiliness in putting the 
hat on Warran? On year own abdications in ti>ies of orisia? 

Lane a® k©<* la sven worse than you say. Set I lament the fact that your own 
writing cornea straight from the files of th® if hi, almost exactly in th® words of 
Cartha DeLoach, T.JS. Bishop and aany others,, including the Founding Director himself. 

In looking for your address 1 found my letter of 9/10/75. (Shortly after that I 
waa hdapi ialiaed with ucuta thrombophl ?totis in both legs and itii.gha. The ia 

Irreversible and has boon followed bp arterial impairment.) I find that I offered to 
bo of h*lp to you and tlmt I euggsste ways in. uhicL wlmt 1 waa doing could be helped. 
1 offered to sect with you and to introduce you to th© lawyer Who was then handling my 
V01A casee. *'© alno iiai.iled the Hay evid ntiary hearing. I find also that you knew how 
to reach me. So in addition to knowing about my work on the .ding assassination and ia 
true AC1.U tradition suppressing it in your re via* you dao knew how you could have 
learned Jar© about what waa relevant in your writing. Instead you were dishonest and 
ftll in utep with tha J. Sdgar hoovers of oux- society. 1*“ sorry, 

Harold Woiaberg 



